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Art Unit: 3677 

DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, a helmet that will show 
the "stop elements that are both frictionally engaged as well as in positive contact with 
the helmet" (claim 1, lines 5-6) must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the 
claim(s). No new matter should be entered. Further, the limitation "sliding elements 
that stretch beyond the stop elements are positioned at an offset for automatic 
positioning of the fastening hook in the hook receptacle when the tightening straps are 
tightened" (claim 1, lines 10-13) also requires the helmet to be shown, otherwise there 
is no basis to determine how the "automatic positioning" takes place. Similarly, the 
limitation "the tightening strap is orientated between the anchoring on the breathing 
mask and the anchoring in the hook receptacle so that a greater tensile strain acts upon 
the upper portion of the tightening strap than on its lower portion" (claim 7) also requires 
the helmet to be shown. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
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changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because of the reference to "claim 1 " 
in [0004]. Such a reference is improper as the specification serves to provide 
explanation of the claim terms and not the reverse. Sentences that can be used in any 
application serve no useful purpose. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The limitation "stop elements that are both frictionally engaged as well as in positive 
contact with the helmet" (claim 1 , lines 5-6) positively recite the combination of stop 
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elements and helmet wherein there is frictional engagement and positive contact and 
there is no showing or explanation of how this takes place. The limitation "sliding 
elements that stretch beyond the stop elements are positioned at an offset for automatic 
positioning of the fastening hook in the hook receptacle when the tightening straps are 
tightened" (claim 1, lines 10-13) is without basis to determine how the "automatic 
positioning" takes place as there is no showing or explanation of what makes this 
uniquely "automatic" or what wouldn't be considered "automatic". The limitation "the 
tightening strap is orientated between the anchoring on the breathing mask and the 
anchoring in the hook receptacle so that a greater tensile strain acts upon the upper 
portion of the tightening strap than on its lower portion" (claim 7) also requires the an 
explanation of the configuration to be clear as it isn't apparent how this is achieved with 
between the helmet and mask. The remaining claims lack enablement because they 
depend on claims lacking enablement. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Meckes (US 6442767) in view of Schenberg (US 5598956). 
Meckes (figures 1 , 5) teaches a holding device for a breathing mask 4 for connecting 
the mask to a protective helmet 2 with fastening hooks 10 on both sides of the breathing 
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mask that can be hooked into hook receptacles 1 1 formed on the outside of the 
protective helmet, characterized in that the fastening hooks 10 are connected to the 
breathing mask 4 through an inherently length-adjustable, slack tightening strap 17 
secured by strap connectors 18 to the coupling hooks 10. The difference are that it 
lacks stop elements that are both frictionally engaged as well as in positive contact with 
the helmet are formed in the area of the fastening hook to hold the fastening hook in 
hooked-in position, and it also lacks sliding elements that stretch beyond the stop 
elements are positioned at an offset for automatic positioning of the fastening hook in 
the hook receptacle when the tightening straps are tightened. However, Schenberg 
(figures 10, 15) teaches hook structure with stop elements in the form of ribs 163 that 
are inherently capable of providing frictional engagement and positive contact with a 
mating member and there is an element 128, which in the configuration shown in figure 
15 that are beyond the stop elements 163, define an offset and modification of each 
hook would provide a plurality of sliding elements, one on each hook, and since the 
sliding elements 128 protrude beyond the stop elements 163 on each hook, they would 
provide sliding when in the configuration shown in figure 15. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to provide the device of Meckes with stop elements and sliding elements 
that extend beyond the stop elements in view of Schenberg suggesting such structure 
inherently in a hook. In regard to claim 7, the configuration shown by Meckes would 
appear to provide such strain on the straps as much as would applicants. 
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Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meckes 
(US 6442767) in view of Schenberg (US 5598956) as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Peron (FR 2707141 ). 

Further modification of the holding device of Meckes such that the grip is economically 
shaped would have been obvious in view of Peron (figure 2) providing an economically 
shaped grip to the hook 4. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAMES R. BRITTAIN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7065. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 5:30-2:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Victor Batson can be reached on (571) 272-6987. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/James R. Brittain/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3677 

JRB 



